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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20840

L}
COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITEL STAYES 0 (( ’})(

B-177858 A t{l 18, 1973

John M, Rin{{ Co, ' 7
P,0, Dox 20145 éé/ Z
Poxtland, Oxepon 97220 _ ‘ 4\ '

Attentiont Hr, Jemen P, Doyle, 8r.
Sacratary-Trsasurar

Gentlemean!

Raefarence 1s wade to your latter of January 18, 1973, and
coples of prior correspondenca, protesting against the sward of
& contract to Vire Installation Contractora, Inwo. (WI1C0), under
r  invitation for bids No, 3117 {ssued by the Donneville Power
// Administration, Dapartment of the Interfae:r, Portland, Oregon,

0%57 Nins bids ware reccived for this procurament of the
convtruction of tha Hidway-Eagle Lake Line No, 1, T7The onounte
of the bida were us follows:
WICO £8378,899
John M, Idng Co. 450,479
Dominton Construction Co. 508, 327
Re Cs lughas Corp. 520,665
Potelco, Inc, 543,963
Bargent~Tyea Ca. 558,135
Addison Conatruction Co, 563,557
Povar City Elactric, Inc. 507,218
Pottijohn ngingaring Co., Ine, 630,137

The Government estimeto for the work wey §432,252, Subsoquany

to bid opening, tho contracting officar was advisad hy the low
bidder that & mistal:ia had oceurred in trzngferring the prvice on
itom Ho. 14, type 4L plate footing, from the workpapers to the
bids Due to & nisplaced decimal point, the unit price for chat
{tem had hcan insertod in the bid as 517,00 instead of an 5170,
Tne contracting officar advised WICO to submit a letter axplaining
tha alleged nintake and to include the portinont original work-
papers and & ptatement as to whethexr withdrawal or correction of
the bid was requested.
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The contyacting officar noted that tha unit pricea offsred
for Aitam Ko, 14 by the other bidders ranged frow $150 to $370,
Ha noted-also that tha original workpapers swbmittad by WICH
nleax)y showed WICO to have coaputed a unit price of §171 for
itam No, )4, which had thon been rounded down to $170, Tha
total bid price, calculated at §170 for each of the 220 plate
footings, was also shown correctly on the workpapers as $37,400,
ap compared to the bid figure of $3,740, Accordingly, the |
Director, Offica of Survey and Review, Department of the Interiov,
determined with the concurrenca of the Associate Solicitor that
tae avidence was clear end convineing both as to the existence
of a mivtaka by WICO and as to tha bid actually {ntendad for item
No. 14, Inasnuch as even with tha bid price corrented by the sum
off $33,0660, tha diffevence between the auwount bid on Ltenm No, 14
and the intended bid therefor, WICO would still bae low bidder,
correction of the WICO bid to §412,559 was allowved.

You contend that WICO properly had only two options after
ita allegation of error. It could accept the contvact at the
original bid price or it could withdraw the bid and allow awvard
to be made to your firm n3 second low bidder,

Section 1~2.406-3(a) (1) of the Pederal Procuremant Regulatione
provides that:

(1) A detcrmination may bo wads permitting the
bidder to withdraw his bid where the biddar requests
permisnion to do g9 and clear wmid convincing evidence
aatablishes the existence of a nistake., However, if
the evidonce is cloar and convincing hoth as to the
exlatenca of a nistakr and as to the bid actually
intendad, and if toa bid, both as uncorracted and
corrccted, ia the lowest rveceived, a deterninatiem
may be made to correct the bid and not permit ita
withdraval,

In view of the clear end convinceing evidance subpmitted by WICO as

to tha existenca of the nmistake and as to the bid aetunlly intendod
and in view of the fact that tho VICO bid wes lov both as uncorracted
and correctaed, we agree with the egency's docision to allow )
correction in this casze, I~168673, April 7, 1970, copy enclosocd.
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Accordinply, tha protest fu deniad,

S8incurely yourw,

' PAUL G, DEMELING

¥or the Comptruller Ganoral .
of ths United Htatas






